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DIVORCE AND MARRIAGE IN NEW-YORK.

FEATURES AND WORKINGS

OF AN INIQUITIOUS SYSTEM,

HOW 1T I8 VIEWED BY SUCH EMINENT LAWYERS AS CHIEF JUSTICE DAVIS, F. N. BANGS,
F. R. COUDERT, H. B. TURNER, D. M. PORTER AND B. F. TRACY, .
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PHE LAW AND 118 RESULTS,

sAT INCREASE 1IN NUMBER OF ) DE-
GB(,%‘RABEH— FEATURES OF DIVOKCE LAWS.
Of Iate there hos been 8 startling incrense in the
ber_of divorces granteda in the the courts of
Naw-?e?c City. Asmany decrees of diverce have
Doen entered in the offices of the three courts that
have jurisdiction in such cases during the last five
years o4 in the preceding elght. 1p each case the
number was about 1,400, Especially hus the in-
crenso been startling slnce the summer of 1881
1 he total nnmber in 1850 was 215 in 1881 it was
253 ; in 1852 1t was 316; and the number of decrees
plready entered up to September of this year is
215. Inasmuch as the number of applicatious dur-
§ng the summer vacation was extcaordinanly laree,
and the most of these are still befure roforees or ua-
tried, the sntire number for this year prowises to foot
up more thau 100—or about twic) a8 many as were
pver granted 1o auy year preceding 1870, F ‘ollow-
jng is a tabulated statement of the number of di-
yorces that hava haen obtained in euch of the three
courts—the Enprems, Superior and Common Pleas—
from 1870 to September 1, 1583, with the totals for

oach year:
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ONE CAUSE OF THE INCREASE.

The apparent causes for this increase a1 severnl.
Doubtless one of the most marked is the compara-
tively recent dveisions of the Court of Appeals of
thus State, which practically remove all resirsint
upon the subsequent WArriage of persons aguinst
whom decrees of divorce have been grantea for
their acts of infidelity. The case of Vau Voorlss
ws. Brintnall was argued in the Court of Appeals
in Msrob, 1881, and was decided in Ootober of ‘hat
year The General Term in the Second Distriet had
held in that case (as hnd the General Term in this
¢ity in the case of Marahnll wa Marshall, and
the General Term of the Superior Court in ‘Thorp
vs. Thorp, aud as had most of the judges of the
State before whoin the question hal come at Trial
Tarm) that 4 person aguinst whom o decres of wbso-
lute divorce bua been granted could not anywhers

contract a watvinge that wohld be recognized ny
the liletime

valid in this State doriog T
of the person who oltained the decres The
guestin came before the Conrt of Ap-

peals for the first time in the Vao Voor-
tus opse. The appellate court reversed the holaings
of the courts below, and held that a marriage walid
in the piace where contracted must Le considersd
yalid bere, uotwithstanding aoy provisivn in the
stutntes of tuis State declaring that no sach di-
woreed person could marry during the busband's or
wife's hifetime, Tlis proposition was reaffirmed
and strengtliened by the dacision of the same conrt
last year in the case of Thorp va Thorp, The
practical oftect of tlus deciston is that a person
divorcod tor hisown misconduct to-day enp to-
morrow step over into New-Jerscy or Coanecticut
where there is no such restriction, and there marry
the woman whow he takes with him for the pur-
pose; wheo he returns to this Stats, its courts are
bouud to Lold that this marnage, which the Siate
law and the decreeof the courthad forbidden him to
make, is valid, und that the offapring ot it are legiti-
mate. The Court of Appeals sustains this apparcnt
inconsistency on the broad principle that no law
can be ko extended in its eflect us to have an
# axira-territorial” force unless its provisions, m
terms, distinotly prescribe that it is to have such
efficct. But the coart utimates that a law might be
framed, auslogous to the one 1o prevent duelliog,
that would follow the guilty divorced party out of
the State and on his return to this Stato with his
new wife,

The obvions eflect of thess decisions has followed,
Before 1581 the severity of the diverce laws had
been so flrm!y muintained in this State that thers
were fow courtties in Europe and scarcely any
States in America where the marriage tie could not
be more easily broken. DBut for unprincipled mar-
ried persons who wish to be free from their present
domestie alliances all restraint except that of public
pentiment is now practically removed, A man or
woman of this description can commit & flagrant
act of infidelity that will be bronght to the knowl-
edge of the husband or wife, as the case may be,
who will thus be forced into secking thp redress
which the offending party is anxious should be ob-
tained. When the facts are laid before the court
the judge is bound to grant the divorce—thers is uo
collusion apparent and the guilt is plain. Assoon
a8 the decree is signed the guilly individoal can
ride in wn hour or less inte apother Etate with an-
other, and marty, snd the new consort will oconpy
{he same position in the eyes of the law as did the
Innocent one who has thus been wronged. Then
wriven the new tie bocomes irksome the samo opera-
tion may be repeated, and so on ad infinitum.

BECRET TRIALS AXD DETECTIVES' EVIDENCE.

Another sonrce of divoree multiplication, and one
$hat existea quite us actively before the Van Voor-
his decision, 1s the secrecy with which decrees are
obtained. Ths springs from the ideain the minds
of many judges that the divuiging of the prurisnt
details of domestic tronble and marital infidelity
before those who crowd into court-rooms to listen
to such tales would have a demoralizing eflect. This

too, is strengthened by the wish of lawyers to
p the facts 1 regard to their cliauts’ cases awa
public knowledge, Therefore the most of suc
canses are tried in the secluded offices of lawyers
sppointed us re ther the public nor

and pe
new reporters know of the time or place of
such ﬂl‘:-‘llmur.:he udges make the most
It rules, which are bin upon the clerks,
them to ailow the evidence in divorce
cases with them to be made publio. The nn-
sernpulons lawyers, therefore, wlio advertise that
they will obtain “divoroes without publicity,” are
Iy :N?n,l: make gond pro in
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on of the records of the conrts in New-York City having jurisdiction in
thirteen years has disclosed the fact that there has been for
in the number of decrees of absolute divorce granted. There is
der the statutes of the State, and the decrees, in harmony

case from marrying again within the life-time

Conrt of Appeals such marriages are valid, how-
her States, and it has been discovered that in many casea persons
decrees entered against them in order that they might re-marry.
o prevailing system to inorease the number of absolute
chief among them being the secrecy with which triais

terpation and alarm among persons who are bronght
its resnlts,
vation of soeial morality, Tar Tripoxe has sent its
with instructions to obtain from them their judg=
f the present law ns laid down in the statutes and construed by the
. The result of these inquiries and the discoveries of the records
the appendsd articles, Beginning with Chief-Justico Davis, these
speak severe criticism against the law and recommend a
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brother judge, Francis N. Bangs, Frederic R,

M. Porter and Benjamiu F. Tracy are given
o e

sufficient proofs of the facts alleged; and if it dooes,
to tind for the plafutiff,

The question of “service” is a serions matter;
and althongh the courts are stringent in the proof
thev require on this subject, the requirements are
frequently evaded. A womuan came into the Clerk’s
office of the Buperior Court a few days ago, and
suid, with somo perturbation, that she lived in N
Jeraey, and had not seen her husband for o long
time; but that she bad jost learned that & divoree
had been gravted to kuwiu that court, althongh ne
notico of the smit bad  ever eome 1o her
knowledge during its progress, A elerk locked np
the records, and there, (ruly enongh, was the eotry
of the decreo wode several months previous.  This
is only one lusteation of the many wstauess where
gervice is mude ** by publication,” and the defennant
remaing entirely ignorant of the proceedines until
they are ended. Referces may seruiinize the testi.
moiny upou the question of service, and judges way
re-examine it with the greatest enre without pick-
ing any flaw v what isotten o tissue of frad, So
flagrant bave these cases been at times that one of
the Justices of the Supreme Conrt has been driven
to suggest as aromedy that the indges themselves, in
Instances where they have reason to suspeet chican-
ery, shonld have powirio=end ont detectives of
their owe choosing to investizate the matter, 1t is
sometimes said that the fact toat the paywent of 'l
fees of a referce will often depend upon his favor-
able decision m an uncontostod divoree cuse has 11s
welght with bim in muking s report; but it may
fairly be answered that the character of the wen
who ordinarily are selected as referoos places thein
above the suspicion of such o rebroach,

LACK OF UNIFORMITY IN DIVORCE LAWS,

Another of the untyversally recognized sonroes of
evile of this character arises from the great diversity
of divorce laws in the various States.  ‘The variety
15 almost as great as the number of States; the scale
rona, on the one hand, from the luws of such States
a8 North Caroling and Texas, where a wife canuot
obituly o divores for a clearly proven aoctof infidelity
on the part of ber husbund, but eere she st
prove that Le has been “liviug in adultery,”
tothe laws of such a State as Indiana, where,
until recently, the eourts might grant divores
where they deemad it * reasona do aod propern” or
in Matne, where the watter is still left 1o the dis-
cretion of the eourt. In New-Jers nil Maryland
aduliery and desertion are the only canses for wbso-
lute divorve arising subsequent to marrisge. In
Califorma, Colorado, Florida, Kavnsus, Missour: nud
Wisconsin, “ voluntary separation with intent to
desart," contivn «l for one year, 8 ground for abso.
Inte divoree, In seven other States the tine 15 two
vears; in thirteen others it 1s threo years, 1o Lou-
1sfana, Kbode Island and Virglote 1t 1w tive yewrs,
In New-Yori und soveral other Stutes desertion s

ground for partial dawvoroe only, and in North Uaro-
liza and Penusy ivaais 1t 15 not the basis of auy
kind of divorce, Bn Tenunessoe a thivoroe may he
grauted 1o a man from o wile who has refossd o
wove to that State with hita,

There is equal vansoce on the question of ernelty
| s o cnuse for divoree.  In Alabuiga oud Kentucky
| this right exisis only m favor of the wife, In
| Florida the * habitusl exerciss of o viowen! aod ao-
governable temper” 18 sutflctent causs, In tulrty
of the states o person (8 frecd from aplou with a
hushand or wife conyicted of a felony. o seven of
the States habatnal drensenness contlomed [or ons
vear 18 good cause; in Hlinos and Oregon it 14 two
yvours; m New-llampshire and Obio i1 15 three,
telusal to provide for u wile is made ground for
divorce. either pirtial or absolute, in several Statos,
I]u;:mlt_\' existiog at the time of the warnugs 1
gronnd for anoulment in most of them,  In Ken-
tucky the isste of & marriage dissolved for mennl
incapanity are legitima e; in Kbode Island they are
tllegitimate. A wile may obtuin a divoerce
in Missonri on the gronnd that ber ligshand
8 a “vagront.,” From 1849 to 1578 the courtas of
Connectiont were swpowerad by statute to grant
divorces for " any misconduet permanenut!y
\ug the happiness of the Alcmmun aml fenting
the purposes of marciage” Io Rbode Islund, Malue
and Kentueky the iaw 1s scarcely more detinite to-
day. Scuth Caroliun s the ouly Stute in the Union
where a divoree cannot be obtained lor any cause,
In 1878 the Legislaturs repealed all acts aud parts
of acts :elnimqw divoree, There are few Stutes
hesiles New-York wlhere the teference system is
unthoriged. In Georgia ne absoiute divorce can be

ranted exoept upon the verdies ol two special
ﬁm:-a. Iu Kentueky “a jury shall not be ewpan-
elled fn any action for divoree, alimuny or main-
tenance."

Among the laws reenlating marriage several of
the Siates forbid alliances between persons of
diflerent ruee or color, Suoh laws bave appenred
at various times upon the stalute-boogs of seven-
teen of the States.  Mary of the States also regu=
late the age at which persons may marry. In New-
York thersa is ona staiutory provision to vary the
common law requirement that the parti-s be re.
precu\relr fonrtesn and twelve yeurs of age, exre}ng
ih

¢ enscltmeut that if & woman warry unter the
uge of fourteen years without the consent of father,
mother ot guardian such marriags 18 voudable, A
number ol the States lix various other nges.  There
are sevoral other grouuds for the annulment of u
mardage tn New-York, but an absolnte divores can
be granted ouly on the ground of adultery, A par-
tial divorce or a * separation” may be granted for
eruel or inhuman treatment; such conduct on e
part of the offendiug party us renders it unsafe and
ymproper for the other to live with him or her;
abandonment, and, where the wife s plaina,
peglect or refusal of the husband to provide tor

er,

This diflerence between the laws of the various
Stutea leads 1o cndless complieations, particulariy
arising where mwarmed versons before or afier
divoree move from one State into another; or where
they chavge their places of residenco to evade some
laws or toseek the privileges aceorded by otbers,
A prominent lnwyer of this city 18 vow suing for
divoree in Counecticut, for reasons whick would
not enable bim to secure oue here.  Heo took a sum-
mer bome in one of its pleasant towns, and wo
acquired u " residence " thers while he was comiug
every tay 1o his business in New-York, There s
upon the calendar of the Bupreme Court, ®pecial
Term, the case of o woman who is sning fordivores
from ber busband, who is o receipt of a large
income, but wio has kept out of this State to avord
being obliged to support ber or pay ber alimony. A
fow months ago he rented a hounse in Providence,
R. 1, aud then began a suit against his wife for
divorce, making the “service” npou her by publica-
tion, ‘The consequence was tbat she had no
knowledge of the proceedings untll they wore com-
Emod, and only learned of them recently by acei-

eut,

REMEDIES THAT ARE S8UGGESTED.

The remedies proposod for the existing divores
abusesand evils are several. It is strongly urged
that the most immediate necessity in this State 1s

the passage of u law that would meet the require-
men‘ia mffmw by the Coort of Appealsintue Van
Voorlits case; that s, @ law that wonld cxplicitly
make it unlnwiol for a gwilty aivoreed peraou to
marry outside this Siato as well as swithin its liwmits,
Some think also thut euch an act stould be made
s cnminal  offence, punubable by  beavy
penaltics. A law analogous to the former ous
15 in foree in Massachusetis aud has been upheld by
the courts of that State as effective, Another
remedy proposed is that all cases shiouid be tried in
0 court in order that the publicity given to the
{ii0ls might restrain persons {rom bastily beginning
such proceedings a8 well as afford a better opporiu-
nity to scrutinige suspicions testimony. It 1s also
urged that greater eftorts apould be made by such
an orgauization 88 the New-York Bar Associntion to
bring to punishment aud w0 disbar such mewmbers
of the legal gmu-mn an are detected in fraudulent
or disreputable practices in obtawing divorces for
their clieuts. _

But it is admitted on all sides that these are
merely temporary expedients which may relieve
without ersdteotig the evil, and that the genuine
remedy can ouly come through zn smeundment to
the Constitotion of the United Btates, permitting
the o by Congress of a divorce law to be uni-

form throughout thie Union.
THE EVILS OF THE SYSIEM EXPOSED,

CHIEF-JUSTICE DAVIS ON ¢ DIVORCES
MADE EABY.”

Chisf-Justios Davissad, on the general subject

being presented by » TRIBUNE reporter : “ln an-

swering your Inquiries I intend to spenk only of

absolute diverces from the bonds of mattimeny

The want of nniformity in the diverce lnwas of the
several Ntates is aserious and growing evil, dis
graoeful to the civilization and intelligence of our
conntry and sadly injurions to its morality. There
is but one eflectual remedy tor this ovil, snd that Is
by so amending the Coustitation of the United
States as to confer power on Congress to enact nni-
form laws on the sabject of such divorees, to operate
equally in all the States and Territories. Thers are
abundant reasons for this change growing ont of
the constant interchangs of population caused by
onr willespread facilitiea of travel; the eflect ol
divoree laws upon the status of obildren; the lo-
cossant frands practised in resorting to distans
States forthe purpose of obtaiulng divorees with-
out the knowledge of innocsut parties; the mnvulid-
ity of wnch divorces in other States, and their va-
lidity where obtained, so that the same person may
have wives or hoshandsin difterant States legiti-
mato in one and illegitimate in the other, prodoe-
ing painful qnestions tonching the legitimacy of
children, aftecting the right of wwheritance or suc-
cession of innocent offspring, in lands aud other
property, and the rights of dower of injured women.
“ Thess are but samples of the many reasons that
make our laws of diverce matters of National im-
portance Now, Congress has no power to tonch
the subject in the several Stutes The 1
sartion of a single word in the section enumer-
ating the powers of Congress would lend
io mmost valuabls veform, In our own Btate
abaolnte diveros is limited to a single gronad.
Hat there ia ashocking lack of safeguards In ad-
minlstering and enforeing the law, The oftending
party is forbidden by statate and by the jndgment
of divores from remarrying during the hifetime uf
the injured party except nnder certain preseribed ofr-
cnmatances, Tu remarey within the Stats is 4 fel-
ony punishable by State Prison. It Lus just been
adjndged to be gamy by the Conrt of Appeals, Yet
8 erlminal purty #2 divoreed can mnmedately resort
to another State ur conntry and there mariy ine
porson with whom the oftence was uﬂuuutltm'[ and
at once retura to this State in lawful wedloek,
This also has just besn anjodged by the samo
eourt, and is now the low even in » case wliers it i
shown that the parties lett the State for the sole
purposs of marrying and Immeligwely returned
Lera to reside. This condition of the luw 14 mon-
stroas It shonld ve made & crime to go out of the
Siate with such an intent or to return to it after

the intont 1s consammated, The ease with wlitvh
this abuso bs now  commitbed remders all the re-
stramnt of onr statutes and jodgments o were (nres,

“ The total abolitin of snch rectroints would be
oftering a preminm an divoree. lLeave to both
paarting to remarcy fnstuntly wonld ip many in-
stances promote adoluery for tue mele purpose of
speedy marriage with another, This would taiot
the morality of WCongrivns MATTALeS more ilweply
thun now. 1he Legisinture has latoly changml tha
Jaw by all wing the gnity parly to remary alter
five yours by eonsent of the eourt on showiog that
s eonduct Las been amifermiy goold s nee the
divoree. Since a divorced New-Yorker eau he law
fully warned .l--rn?' City instantly alter his
divoree on the stiore end of a Now-Jerany lecrshout
and retarn in lnwfal wedlock on the same hoat, he
will Liardly put bits 11ght to remairy to the test of
Lus own good conduct for ive years,

“ lat u greater eyl than tlis grows sut of (ho
frauds nnd miscondunet of the persons ku.wuo as i
voree Liwyars, Thewo wrstelins are supy
members of tie sar. They Lol thomselves oot o
the pulitie ne soeh, Lot Ine ! cases in wh ol they
bave hoen sunmoned fo show cauns why they
shonlil not be dsbarrad 1t has tarned oot thut thev
are not wembers of the bur and of conrse not sith-
jecta for disharnent. Tue Inw shionld make the ad-
vertismg of tdivorees made aaay ' by suclh rasosls or
by any onen big i crime.  For the most part ther
proiended divorees are obtained in other Stales,
Thev are carsfnl uot th ApDear in onL courts, Some
thines the jodgments they profess to obtain from
other courts ure wholly forgeries, and monictimes
renl jndgments are got by false personations or
other (raude nnd perinries,  Gireat eare 18 taken to
avade onr genersl eritningl Jaws, What is peeded
1 aspecial enactment to prnsh every whan
the tuitiatory aevertisement for business
termination of the pretencel divoree, ssa felul
Somellimes the conrts II Ve lfl"!! toncanlrons ]il’ o
coadings for divorce and buve been dece ved, oot
of lute vears groat patns have been taken 1o pre-
vout frands and to permit jadgwents only 1o clearly
DEOY PN CANES, )

“ Bt the conrts eannot make law:
daclurs und adminster it as they fnd it
Thie romeiy with our State Legislatuie, or,
wonid be otill better. with the people of the whole
country, who say toke measnres to huve ouilorm
laws opacted by Congress lo relieva tlisuanives
from the evil of contlicting State laws relating to
abisolute divoreos, and thus restraln the (ol of fim
mornlities which are degrading and sAnsibly topir
ing the sacredness of toe marriage relition, ou
which so large)y rests the good order of society."”

— -
A JUSTICES REMEDY,
—-—
HE WILL NOT DIVORCE PERONS MARRIED
IN ANOI'HER STATE.

One of the Justices of the Snpreme Court, who is
A energotic 1 tho prosecution of jnlicial work as
he is carefnl in the exasmiawation of divorce Llestl
mony, said oo Friday that be wonld not sign uny
decran of divores whers the marringe of tha partiss
was made in anotlier State. * No matter what the
Code provides,” be said, * 1 will not grant a divoree
in snetra cnse. [ they want It they mast go to
some other judge. The marringe was a contenet
mndle In another State, and 1 think that that Siate
onghit to be asked to pass upon Lhe contracts made
under its own laws., Lot the person who  wishies
the divoree go into the State wlhoers he wnrrie | and
live there until he Las got bis diveres, 1f such was
the rale in this State the nember of divorcea wonld
be muoh smaller than It s at presant.  Then there
shiould vea stringent law to provent a divorced
preeson musrrying in another State, as Van Voorlits
snd Thorp dut. There would be no more difficnlty
in enacting a valid law of this kind shat would
have an axtra-territor al efect than in pussing amil
exccuting the law which punishes a mau wio goes
ot of this State to fight s duol and then retnrus,
No: it contd not be bield to be in eonfliot with that
provision of the Federnl Constitation which forbids
A State to pusd n law lmparning tue obligation of
contraots. ‘That, of esurse, coversonly such con

tracts as might alrewiy have bosn mdas vwhen the
Inw was passed ; nod I8 could not prevent a State
from passing & law which woald maxe tlegal such
marringes contracted u the foture,”

W hat do you think would be the effect of trying
divoree cases in open court 17 the Judge was uskel,

“ It would b very good,” he muswerad: “wvery
good, People generally waonld be o good deal alower
to mealk divores remadies if they kusw that ther
afluies would thins bo mwade pablic, Nor would thers
be any dilllenlty aboot the jodges takiug cure ol
the cases. With the addition of the new judiges
who will como to the Suprama Court bench next
year, and the relarn of the additional Buporior
Lonrt and Common Pless miges to their own
conrts, weshonll have acullictent force eusily to
dispose of nll divores cases, DBut then,” 1he . Jidge
eonclnded, * wo have got sumaetime or other to come
tc a constitotionsl smendment which will give ua
a uniform diverce law inall the States; aud the
sooner that ean be done the better, I the news-
papers will keep on agitating ithe master we shall
accomplial that at the same thioe thst the number
of divorces is being decreased.”

—i——

A NEED OF WISl MARRIAGE LA WS,

FRANCIS N, DANG'S OPINIONS,

The followiup eonversation took placs betwsen
Franeis N. Bangs, president ol the Bar Association,
and u TRIBUNY reporier :

“lsit probable,” asked the reportor, “that the
Bar Associntion will soon take some action to put
down the disroputable practices of  so-called
‘divares lawyers' 1"

“1 eannot tell what ths probab'a action of the
Bar Association will be,” ruplied Mr. Dangs, *ex-
cept that it will be in the direction of eradicating
abuses and preventing fraads io courts of justice,
The charter of the Bar Association describes jts
purpose 1o be that of maintainiog the houor and
diguity of ths law and increasing 1ts nsefonlness in
promoting the due sdministration of jusiice, and io
aid of this purposo it hos frequontly at ils
own expense cartied oa proceedings against dis-
repatable lawyers, and has given itsaid to the
courts whenever asked, Bat thers is no provision
of it constitntion making it the doty of the Asso-
elation, or a specitio part of 1ts purpose, to procesd
against others than its own members, and, there-
fore, whether it will et to do so or ot depends
npon the circamstances of the particular cass and
jhe flagrancy of the misconduet. 8o far as I know,
no instances of persistont misoonduot in the man-
agement of divores proceedings have been brought
to the attention of the Association by any member
of it, althongh such instances have besu men.oned
in the newspapers | but the Association will act
only upon the presontation of s subject by onme of

thay can only
to exist.
what

té own members,”

“Do you conslder that the ratio of divoroes to
marringes in this State has increased sinos the Vao-
Yuorhis decision

“I have uot informed myself npon the statistics
of that business. It has been a barder world to live
in, in some respects, within the last two yenrs, and
1 should not be surprised if some psople feit the bur-
den of life more than they used to, and I suppose
that has sowe influence on the ratio of divoress.”

* Do yon thiok it possible for the State to pass o
law the cffect of whioh would be te render marriages
contracted antside the State, by eitizens prohibited
from marrying, invalid in this State?”

“I eannot sse any renson why the Legislature of
this State eannot prolibit its conrts from recognisz-
ing such marriages, and at present no constitutional
oljection oconrs to me. The courts have been in the
habit of inserting 1n their decrees a provision pro
hibiting the divorced party from being married
again, althongh I do not know by what autborily
that 18 incorporated in the decree any mors than
there is authority for defining in every decres the
legal consequencesoreflect of thut decree. It would
soow a8 il 1t was intended by the lawmakers that
that should pravent a person divoreed for the spee-
ified couse from marrying again auywhkere. And
yet, after much conflict of opiuion, it scems to have
become aottled that tho provision does not apply to
a second marrisge ont of this Htate, The
marrtage relation results from coutract. How far
any State will enfores or even recognize the obliga-
tion of a contract made ont of this State affeoting
the domestie relations of its eltizens 18 a political
qquestion, 1t seems to me, for the anthoritivs of this
State to determine, Asto aoy amendment of the
lnws, bearing upon the relation of hnsbund and
wile, 1 think the laws regulating the makiong of the
marriage contract roquire more rovision that the
laws regnlating the dissolution of that eantract, 1l
the relation of busbhand wod wife can bo said to
exist at all alter the legislation of late years, and
after an English court, under a statntory system
sitntlir to our own, has wetaally granted to a wife
an injuvetion againet her bushand’s visiting her at
Ler houss, on the ground that ns owner she hos
rights to which the daty of a wife is subordinnte,
why, thon the greation of that relution onght to be
as well anthentieated aund cortified as the ndmission
of u siudent lito o law ofieo to study law, or the
tinding of a clubd to an appreniiesship, or the wak-
g ol o contraet far the pirchinso of goods of the
valne of more thon S50,

* do vou think the evidencs in divorce cases
shonld be more carstully cxaunned Chan at present ¥

“*That dependas apon  the eave with which it is
pow examibed, [ do not bhelleve that the judges nre
On the contrary, 1
hown, lor 1o that

wanting in earo in such casns,
think the most sorumion
pespect the reports of current decistons contain the

CATO IS B

most couvioelng evidenes thit no divoree cases are
peritted to pass a judge without the scrap lons
serntiny of evidenee,”

“ Do won think it advisabla to tale the testimony
in open conrt mstend of before u referce 1

“Iddo not good to Lo gaineld by that,
Paople dwear fal in open conrt as ofton as they
do iv shint ecourt, » anly beneticial eftect of trys

i s ivoree ease io open court would be that it
wonld attract panlicity, and if collnsion between the
parties or frund npon the putlie oecurred it mght
BOGHEE e0 Bt that would not be trae
of all casea, snd that benehicinl effect would be ore
the injary resalting trom

e Lo hght.

than connterbalanced by
on acts
wonld

ure of aod amplification

midehty, winle the courts

thie polilie discio

of lewdpess aml

beenme ke some of the stroct comersin New- York,

pliees that by theie L wid extithitious stimulate
witioul ifying dedre

“ Moy 1 onderstand, then, that you consider no

in the diverce Iaws as abwolutely neccs

i asle whethier it s urgemly pecessary in

ty, 1 nm not prepared to
ts that it would be a8
benefit to repudinte warmriage
p contractnd ont of ths State as

1L interest of the commur
way, though wy inpe
mwaeh for the publ
by o hvgaeed per

¥

it is for vue pabie intersst to prolobat such woaae-
risge within the Hiwte, 11 public policy requires
1hat a person divoreed for ceriatn eatises s houid not

b marnied again, the reasin o the polioy does not
it ctaee talies place out

crnse beeause the second
In to e the poliey of the

of the State, and 1f that

sigte | W wretifors oxprossml futention of the
Legisiatore in that resnect | it eousemmated un-
livas tHetE & SO Gt idment to the law,”

“ Wi o vou el disposed 1osay ou the quiestion
bevou! 1is ligal aspoct I

n that the provision of lnw

e of a divoreed

I will sy as nertiz

pr--'nl.;nnul‘.-'-n-:u:l-- n
orieht fer vopststency s sale to be made ton Lo
prarroges on! of the State an well as to marciages
within 1. Whether that enactment shonkd have
been made In the stntareangmally s 4 gaestion |

have tot comsdiered, It does not botior tle romaily
of the agerieved party, amd the tendency ol legimla-
Lion 1% 1o bave as few peesons is possible Inboring
woder disabilities, It hns been consudured that the
state of o bopeless debtor (s a very loriorn one, |
the lnw proy for reliovite bim. A hopeleas man
10 ARy resp sty who can ttever hopis Lo ehjoy

dameatie NI aenutile eredit, 5 uot only ne
ohject ol priy wul he soon becomes an ineumbrance,
At only to die, and often wisming for no different

destiny. A maun  beyo the reach  of  par-
don scagely AL il puaie poiley
pequires  that  wo  wan shnll  be wiyond

the rencl of pardon.  Au aunfaithful Loshawl moy
b maid to ve worthy of disteust; 18 unght be sald
thut the lasw ought to pterfere to prevent women
fr patting contidecee tn lom again,  But bad not
walien in Loat respect as well e dett to the proice-
tion foraishod by therr ownidelicaey T Doesnot the
latr nudertake too mueh whoen it asaunes (o prolect
an dndividuil agalnst the ordinary vicinsitiides of
Niel Viewed in the Hghit of & peoalty snd not s a
sty io woinen, the stainlory provision sestils o
feariul penpliy, unpardonabie amd wreme ighle by
any act ol grace, Hub i the act of o divorced wun
T BT Y I A id s erite, (Eoug b criime
wheiover committed, 1t onght not € i eriinm in
Roelklnml County, N. Y., and no enine o Hacken-
wack, N. J.z 1t ought not to be & criwe o Hudson
Contiby i this State, sud no crins m Berxshire
County, Muss

LAXITY OF THE LAW CONDEMNED,

FLEDERIC K. COUDEFT CITES CLASSICAL
INSTANCES,

Fraderic 1. Coudert wna asked whether in view
of the frequeney with widel profubitory deerses ure
avoiied by the murriagaof divercsd persons outsile
the State he dul not think some clinnge in tho 'nw
desirable,  * Certainly,” ho answered, * tor us the
lew now stands soma of the resnits of its apphicas
tion ure wlioost grotesque, 10 a diverced man, dis-
regarding the proldbition in the decroo of divoree,
remnrties i this  State Lis comunita a lLieinous
oftenes, ha Is gullty of contempt of court uwnd of
bignmy berides, 1f, however, he can spiare the tuoe
and s willing to go to the trithng expense of o
visit (o Conneeticnt ot Now-Jersey, lus marringe Is
voliul, onr eriminal statutes canaot intericrs with
by, and lus pfigeny are legitimate, OF course, thin
fw sin absurdity npon 1ts fuee, Our Uonrt of Appeals
in & recent eaxs bus beld that o divorced Lusbund
marrying in this State ts goilty of bignmy. For all
practical purposes except golng 1o State I'risun bhe
was & single man, with all the disad vintages and
nope of the benefits whieh that condition usually
implies. 1 douot wish to be nnderstood as inti-
mating the shiglitesr eriticiam on the decision of the
Court. Tho statuts makes the misehief ; the Court
was bounid to take 1t and cousirus 1t without refer-
eucs Lo its cousequences.”

“ Do you think open trials and the alolishment of
tho referes syatem would serve & good purpose i

41 do not think the referve systom is at
all objectionable, and 1 do sy very grave
objections to trying such cases Lefore the pubilie.
Althongh under our present system s court may ut
with closed doors, this is s ldom done, whiio the
prurieat detalls generally elivitod seem to have n
pecnliar attraction for ille persons, who appear to
derive considerable sutertuinment from these gri-
tuitons performances Heloro o referes peraons wlo
requiro the ussistance of a conrt Lo inreatigute thelr
domestioc relations may do so with eomparntive pri-
vacy. 1o use a trite expression, they can * wush
their soiled linen in private.,”

# Do yon think the number of luwyers guilty of
disreputable methods of securing divorces is in-
crensing 1"

41 do not think they ste increasing in graater
ratio than the incroass in the general number of the
profession. In view of the facitity of admissiun to
the bar, the enormons smonnt of business done, the
sumber of marriages and the proportion of discon-
teuted conples, 1 think thenumberol lawyers gulity
of the methods alleged is very small.”

“What meuns would you suggest for thelr sup-

slon 1"
* That is, to a certain extent, in the hends of the

courts. 1t is much easler to make charges of irregu-
lanity agminst lawyers than to prove that those
charyges are true. 1t 1 difficalt for the Bar Assoel-
ation to take moy nction that will be eflectual,
Those accnsed of snch practices are not members of
onr association, and therefore the discipline or that
body cannot be exercised,”

“ Cannot something be done to lessan the growing
evils of mannfactared evidence I"

“1 hiave grave doubts as to whother there is any
snch g*nwfz. I do not believe that lymng and per-
{:1.:; are any wors comipwen than they bave beretofors

o, Cur laws ought to be snffelent t punish t
abuses to which yon refer.  You onghit to remember,
too, that the Iying 1s chuelly done by laymen und
laywomen, wno not uofrequently deceive their
connsel before deceiving the Court,”

“ Do you think the evidence is, as & rnle, scanned
cleuly encugh ana it genuineness established 1"

I think the evidence is in goneral sufcient and
the fwots sufliciently establishad. A proper apd
competont refores will be extremely careful to see
that the evidence warrauts the judgment he is
called ypon to render. The hurden mnst be upon
the courts to sppoint no man unsaited by his char-
actar and abilities to render so important a decision
an the one which disrupts the matrunonial tie an
ln‘!.lum the family relations.”

Do you consider the statute prohibiting the
marciage of persons agalost whom a decres o‘; di-
vurce uw been obtained benelicinl te the commu-
it .hnr tilu roverse 1"

ubis o peenlimrlquestion and one of mixed
i:mrul-. oxpediency and law, My own belief Is that
1 wonld Le much better absolutely to probibit the
remarriage of divorced persons than te aliow di-
vorees for alizht causes and remarringe thereafter,
At our pressnt ratio of facile sepurations from the
tiew of marriago, we arn 1ikely to reach the condition
of thtngs which existed under the Roman repnblic
10 its corrupt days, in tue tuce of Juvenal, for in-
stance. who speaka of n Indy who had eight Lus-
bandsin the course of five automns, Martinl goes
forther and uentions the case of & matron who had
h!a-l ten nushands 10 ene month. 5t Jerome de-
olures that he saw u hnahaud bary his twenty-first
wife. who had berseli had swenty-two bushands,”

Do youn consiler the decision in the cuse of
VanVoorhs ve. Brintuall has exerclsed any infloence
in muoltiplying the number of divoreces anoually
applied forf"

* No, 1 do not, Persons adidicted to divores and re-
marriage nnilerstood better, :mpnrenm‘. thun many
lawyers toe real coudition of onrlaw, and wers
qnite willing to submit to the invonvenience of a
trip to Jersay City or Hoboken in order to insure
the reg‘thmy uf their domestie life and of their
children’s status.  The slight elemont of irregular-
ity nttending the operation may have giveu it
additional zest, The sum and substunce of the
matter is that the laws regnlating marriage and di-
vores ars looss und uncortain in the extreme.
Wholle marcinge is the mont sacesd aund important
of coutracts, (b 15 the eastest to enter 1i:to, Tue law
is very solicitons to prevent frands whers the sule
of a Liorse or of o bale of go da is concerned, but a
giily boy und a foolish girl may plungs mto mat-
rimony long hefore they are able to anderstand the
reaponsibitlities and duties which that relation im-
plies, 1f warringes were contracted with more de-
I|Iu.-rnt|uu_|hﬂ wonll be dissolved with less fre-
noency, The absence of noy religions sanction to
the yalldity of murciges 19 to some extent (e canse
of ths troubls, but even if the anion of a man and
womnn  presamubly for life be a matter pursly of
eivil conenrn, 1t 18 of inestimable unporianes that
the law should not holil ont temprations to and
avenues of escape from ita obligations.”

AGENERAL READJIUSTMENT NEEDED

——

STATE LAWS SHOULD BE UNIFORM-IL B.
TURNER SPEAKS.

Herbert B, Tarner, of the firm of Torner, Lee
& McCUlnre, was seen by o TrinUNE reportsr,
“It weens to we” sald Mr, Tuoroer, *“thas
the whole law of divorcs needs readjnstment,
tending in the direction of unitermity between the
varions States, and 1 think matters are tending in
that direction already. The well-guown ease of i he
I'eple wn, Baker was the luststraw which lLroke
the eamel's back., It that cass the defendant mar-
ried & woman and resided (o this State, His wils
left Lim, or be leit her, and sho olitained an Ohie
divoree en tha groand of desertion, as she wosa
resident of that State. The husband did uot appenr
and service was mwade by publication,  Some years
afterward, thinkine he was a frea man, he married
aynin, unid was prosecated for bigamy, foond guilty
asuild aentenced, The grounds of the decislon were
that om he bad not appearsd in Olito, either person-
ally or by counsel, tha decree of divorce, thongh
valid tn Olilo, was invalld ju New-York, Thus he
was aa anmarded man bo one Stnte and n warrled
man in the other. Sprely this is 4 strange anomaly.”

W Do you ehing the Legislatare conld ennct a law
rendering the marriege in another State of w man
disabled from marrying in this State fnvalid in the
Now-York coarts 7"

#1 hiandly thiok so. Itisa principle of law that a
marriage valid whore it is contracted in valid every-
where unless it be of 4 natare considerad nicestuons
i one State or conotry thongh legul in another, It
hus been decided, too, that the decrees refnsing per-
miisston to remuiry 8 to Lo considerel merely as a
prohibitive measure,

w Are you iu fuvor of this prolubition T"

% No, | do oot think it is altogether advisable, 1
donot thisk that any unmartied man in the com-
munity should be prevented by law from marrying.
What has to be gaarded agalnar, howeyer, 1s the faet
thiat o man sy commit adaitery for the sake of
having a divorce obtsioed agalust lim and thos
hetnge maide feee to marry again,  This, however,
can ba proviied against by eaercising the greatest
care 1o granting devress.”

“ Do you think thnt care is now exeroised 1"

“Yes ldo, I tiunk the Juidges are admirably
lcrllnniunn in examining all evidence sabmitted to
them.”

w Are von in favor of holding divoree proceedings
n opan coirt |l

“ I think the present referes wvstem nn excellent
ons, Llis evidones of detectives s tover slmicted
without coreoboration from other sonices, ina the
grentest care is talien to prove actnal service,”

« Do vou think the Bar Association vnght to take
ateps to punish disrepuiablo divoree practitionsrs |

“ 1t 15 o use deuyiug that great evils do exist and
that there are rascals m the legal as well ne in other
srafessione, but evidence sufiicient to disbar & man
}.a, to De s ovorwhislming thae it 1s ulmost 1upossi-
Lle to sscure it 1 the majority of casea, Besides, the
associstion 1s bound only to proceed against its own
membars, and I do vor think unvy of these gontry are
inelnded on our et of members,”

“What 18 yonr personsl opinion as to the pro-
Libitive decroe?’

“] do not think 1t answers any useful end.
Reoform, if relorm Is needed, should be in the
direction of securing uniform State laws a8 to mar-
rluge and divorea.”

e
RELIEF BY CRIMINAL LAW.
D, M. PORTER ON THE LAW OF MASSA-
CHUSELTS,

D. M. Portor, who was one of the eonnsel tor the
aiiceensfnl parties fn both the Van Viorhis and
Thorp eases, said in answer to inquiries of a Trin-
e roportor that he had had only lonr cuses ilis-
tinctively for @ivorea in thirty yeare, and therefore
was not very familiar with the sabject. On the
question involved inthe Van Voorlis cass, how-
evor, ho satd: 1 think the best law to meet the
difffenlties suggestad by the Court of Appeals
would be the same one thut was passed in Massa-
chnsstis more than twenty-five years ugo. It for-
pade a divoreed person to contract anocher wiar-
riage, e1ther within the Stato or uny where elae, dur-
ing the lfetims of the innocent person, That hos
beon sustained by the higlest appellate court of
the State which has held Sthat such & warniage 18
invalid sod the coilidren thereof wre illegitunate,
Itut no such caew hins ever Leen carnied to the
United States saprewe Counrt; and [ believe il it
were thut it would ba held to be nncoustitutional,
{'bat ls, marriage s a civil contract ; now, if adi-
yoresd person coming from Massachuseits shonld
murey ln a Stato where such econtract wWas valld,
tho lnw of Massacliusetts that upon Lis return
shonld declare that contract vold would be *im-

airing the obligation of & contract’ o direct vio-
l’ul.mn of the Constitution of the United States, It
never lius Leen so dockled becanse 1t never has Leen
garried to thio United States Sunrewe Court, but 1
thunk thut wonld be the resnlt if tested, ‘I'he ouly
way ont of that difiicnity, I think, s for the Legis-
latare to piss & law makiog it s crimioal eftence
with severs penalties for a divorced persou fto
marry uoder such cirenmstances ; and then sos that
that Iaw was exceuted :

“ Onglit not the divorcs laws to e made unilorm

In all the Statee?”
u"'-l.' nquestionably ; and that is to Le the final so-

lution of the problem,”

e i

AN OBSELRVATION BY B. F. TRACX,
--_’-F-

General Benjumin F. Tracy, vx-Jadge of the New-
York Court of Appeals, sald: I do nol wish to
speak on the subject of divorce laws for publica.
tion, but 1t 18 deplorable that uniformity has nob
boen secured among the States in this matter, It
wonld pot do to bave National legisiation on the
subjoot, becwuse that would amount to a revolution,
and 1 canuot give any plan by which the
might come iogether. was not a Judge of the
Court of Avnl- when the decisien was "Im in
the case of Yan Voorhis vs, Brintnall, bug | believe
mn”muw- 0 bo o correct exposition of our stat-

|

VITA NOVA,

AN AMBITIOUS WOMAN.

—— - —

A NOVEL.

BY EDGAR FAWCETT.
Author of “4 Gentleman of Leiaure,” “A Hopeless
Cuses” ele.”

XXIL—-CoNTINUED,

When her guests had all departed, on the after
poou of this same day, Claire slowly walked the
spacious drawing-rooms for st least twenly
minutes, with hier eyes bent upon the floor.

She felt literally bunted down, The end bad
come; the clock had struck twelve, and her
fineries were rags, her coach-and-four was a pump-
ki and mice., Bhe bad earried it off well until the
very last ; she was sure of this, and the surety gave

her, even now, a bitter pleasure, Bhe
had no doubt that the coming of her
mother, with imperative demands of s

and  countenance, would mean a relum

of all the old taunws and gibes, If Claire’s wealth-
ful life of to-day had been destived to eontinne,
this prospect would have opened a less dreary
vista; as it was, she foresaw only a dropping back
{uto the former ruts and sloughs of maternal acri-
mony and intolerance. The history of her past
would in & manner repeat itself, There would be
poverty agalo, or something closely akin to if,
there would be the mother's unpardoning disanpro~
bation of her child's ill-favored lot, For one
marked difference, Herbert would be upresent, as a
fresh, assertive foree. And what a miserably ad-
verse force 1t must prove! To exist with him wonld
be hard enough, now, under any circumstances,
Buot if e f=1t perpetually the shadow and weight of
thus gecond gloomy and beavy personality, what new
hostile traits might not his depression, his 1mpas
tience, his revolt devalope?

Claire tried to take a very calm survey of the
whole potential consequence. Ineo doing sho ro-
garded the advent of her mollier as one factor that
vonsorted with other untoward agencies; the cene
tral knot of the tangle would be wronght of several
tongh and stubborn threads. Thersa eonld be no
unravelling it

‘But the knot could be cut,’ she thonght, silent-
ly continning her metaphor, as she paced the stately
100mE,

It sent o thrill of actual terror to her when slio
reflected how the kuot could be ecut. Tothe feet
that huve set their tread on slippery ways, evil enn
do mueh downward work by a gentle push. Clalre
felt hierself lupsing, vow, . .

What if she wrote to Stanrt Goldwin a letier very
different from the one she had already written him,
and which was then hid under the fleecy laces that
clad ber bosom ! What if she told bim thut she
muat Ay from 1tall f—the love that sbe bad outraged
Ly cold !Lfl;lc}l:ﬂn_\': the keen il mute reproaches
that woul punisbhment and torture alike; the
thrusts and innuendoes from o tongus whose venom
had poisoned ber eluldhood ; the tarnish in place of
splendor, the dulness in place of brilliaoce, the ob-
sourity in place of prominence, the service in place
of mastery—perbaps even the toll in place of easa?

Ehe tried, in a pitwble way, to relmff temptation
by takiug the sole meaps at haud of endiug these
desperate reflections,  In reality she took the wosg
cogent means of 1endering temptation more potont.
she tightened its black clutch on her suul; sliv went
upstairs and talked with her mother,

Mrs. Twininghaid been securely convaloscant some
time ago. Bhoe had passed through a complicated
and dangerons illueasL she bad given Death odds,
yet won with bim,  She was still su t to those
attacks of fatigne which ure inevitable with one
who has proved victor in so grim a wrestle. Bng
shie bad ooce more gained a very tirm foothold on
that solidity which bounds one known side, ut least,
of the valley of the shadow, She intended, in a
shysienl sense, to live a good manv years longer;
}u-r freshening vitality wus like that of a lirnT:l a
forest, which bus atretelied an ann of fame across
a bare space, at the risk of not reaching it, bug in
llrhelenu Lias caught a wighty supply of woodlind

uel,

Claire found her stretched guite lozarivusly on &
lounge, with o Little table beside Ler, which beld the
rewatns of & hearty repast, She tiad the taditional
vast appetite of the recovering invalul,  She had
devoured enough to buve sunk a hearty person of
uvernze digestion into abysses of d -Eepu a. Bhe
had enjoyed ber meal very muel. It had appeared
to her as an earnest of wany similar joys.

She promptly began & serles of ber old charneter-
jatic sarcasms and slurs as soon as Claive appoared.
Mipgled with them was an stmosphere of odious
congratulation—a sort of verbxl patring on the
back—wbich her daughter found even more banas-
ful than Ler balf-lateut sneers, Bhe was thoroughly
refreshed; her food (mixed with some admirable
claret) had gone straight to the making of bouily
repairs, She bad never had mithm; s0 Qe acd
wholesome in the hulﬁllﬂl thongh after the ﬂnlmn-
sgo of Mra, Lee she had besn supplied with not »
fow ugroeable duintics, The tempornry result was
that sbe bad become in a greal measure her real
sulf,
Cloire said very little. Snbe did o large aizount
of histening. She had vever known her mother not
to be withiout a grudge of some sort, It brought
buck the past with a |_nl:emn¢ vividnoss, now, wﬁllo
ale sat sud heard. The wision of 8 pale, 1efined
face, 11t by soft, dark bine eyes, rose betore her, und
the memory ol WADy & Wanion assauit, mu:ai‘ -
surreptitious wouud, appealed to her ns well.  Her
futlhier bad stood 1t s0 bLravely—ha bad beon
such o eentieman through it all! She hud
stood it only with a sturdy, rebelliows disapproval
through many ot the years that preceded his ideath,

she stood if, mow, with a weary tranquillity,
When she went away from her mother, thoss wero
Lier purtiug words

® l‘J do not think I shall tell my hoshand, for some
few duve, thay you are here, There ure reasons
why I should nor, Io bas some very engrossing
mutters to occupy him, But you will be perfectly
comfortahle i the weanwhile. Order what you
please, The servanta will obey yoa in every par-
ticular, 1f wyou should m e, | will come im-
mediately. Yon nave only togsend me word
shall be'at home for the rest i tu-day, und sll
throngh the eveniug.”

Claire went iute her own private sitting-room
after that, When she had been there a hittle
whiie, she had torn up Wer lirst letter tu Goldwiu,
When she hoad been there a little while longer,
she had written the recond letter. Having fin-
fsned tha last, stie promptly dispatehed it, by mes-
genger, to Goldwia's private address,

Berween the onrs of 1en und eleven that samo
evening, the followiug uote from Goldwin was

Claire:
Lirought te Claire Friday night.

41n some unaccountable way 1 have losi the
letter which you seat e to-day. I feel in honor
bound tutell youot thisloss, after s proiracted
search through my spartmests apd unomerouns in-
quiries und divections st my club, 1 esnnot suili-
ciently bisme myself for not having ut once Luroed
it to a crisp. 1at 1 thrust it iio my pocket
many readings, with the wish to lsarn each word
by heart boﬁ o 1t was flually descro Do nos
foel noedlossly worried. [ehall do my best tu re-
cover it, ana even if it should be read by other cm
than yours and mine, the fict of your mere init
betng signed to lv s an immcuse saloguanl,

2, G.
laire had grown deatlily pale as she finisbed the
pe%:ul of :tlm note, She gul prepared berself for
a uium‘o{ vrcuhu}h unrest, uurl&m t: o dsgger
leep with even surer polgnan

b s Dast tmidnight when shio eard Holllster go
to his apartments. =he funcled that his stop was a
listle unstead -.nlt this was lt‘w,“? ‘fi:::l: ::-
tion e it so, An exe o P
hm:g cuuse would Lave expluined the altervd

.

A saving hand bad mterposed between himself
and ruin. The ehauce nad been given him of start-
ing again—ot meetingallghe fiuroest of lus ereditors,
and pg them, Instead of utter wree
had :% elly to think of retrenchment. Per
what Claire believed unsteadiness in his step wes &
briel pause near vwn door, Bat even if an
mnulhu to toll ber the good news mhm 'nu-
went bave risen me there must "”
. auil sternly, the recollection of

H

over him, e
a discovery.

Meauwhile Claire, « if the lost letter
had, thro balefut drifted into b
bl o e

awakened hope and v
hous of miseruble

i
.




